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DC park honors Edward R Murrow

L
e i

N
tﬁ?fhi 0

Mrs. Edward R. Murrow unveils the plaque at the dedication ceremonies of the Edward R. Murrow Park, Washington, D.C.

By Priscilla R. Baker

“Normally, the most successful journalist
will not occupy the place in history filled by
the most successful political, military, or
industrial leaders, because the responsibilities
are of a different order and the actions of
public leadership can far more easily be
measured than the influence of those who
write and speak about public actions. History
has exempted Edward Murrow fromiits rule, in
the rarest of gestures toward the calling
known as journalism. This journalist directly
affected the past, and the present knows it.”

So said retired CBS commentator Eric
Severeid on April 25th when he, Secretary of

Secretary Andrus with Eric Severeid.

the Interior Andrus, Mrs. Edward R. Murrow
and other notables gathered in what once was
known as Reservation #31 at 18th Street and
Pennsylvania Avenue in Washington, D.C.,
and dedicated that park to the late journalist
Edward R. Murrow.

It was the anniversary of the late Mr.
Murrow’s birth, 71 years before. The sun
shone despite guarantees from the forecasters
that it would pour.

In his remarks at the dedication Secretary
Andrus said that “Mr. Murrow was exactly the
right man at the right time. As the war clouds
rolled in over Europe, he showed how on-the-
scene coverage could be accomplished with
radio, and then, years later, with television . . .
He brought the outside world closer to a
whole generation of Americans, telling us
what it was like in London during the years of
cruel pounding from the air, and later how it
was in post-war Europe and America . . . He
had tried for a year or two to be an executive
in charge of news, education and discussion
programs, but he gave it up, saying ‘I’'m not
the executive type. Budgets throw me for a
loop, and I can’t get myself to fire anybody.’
Despite these claims, however, Mr. Murrow
gave up his career as a journalist to serve as
Director of the United States Information
Agency, now known as International
Communications Agency.”

Mr. Severeid commented that praise
embarrassed Edward Murrow. ‘“He would
not have imagined for a moment that one day
the mightiest government on earth would

engrave his name and memory here, in the
heart of the capital city.”

Before she unveiled the marker that had
been placed at the northeast corner of the
park, Mrs. Murrow, widow of the late
journalist, said that she was proud to have
shared the exciting life of the great man who
had been honored by so many.

The inscription on the marker reads as
follows: “This park is dedicated April 25, 1979,
to Edward R. Murrow, 1908-1965, reporter and
broadcaster, director, USIA 1961-1963, who
gave his profession a standard of excellence
and whose clarity, humanity and courage
helped his country and the world to know
what America at its honest best could be.”

Edward R. Murrow (1908-1965).




Dr. Sudia on science
in the Park System

Ted Sudia.

(Editor’s Note: Dr. Theodore W. Sudia was
named Acting Associate Director for Science
and Technology in 1978. He has served as chief
scientist of the Park Service since 1974. In the
following interview with Ronnie Spiewak, staff
writer for the National Park COURIER, Dr.
Sudia shares his views on the meaning and
importance of a strong Science and
Technology program.)

COURIER: How would you describe the
mission of the Science and Technology
program?

Sudia: The management directive—
everything we do—relates to action plans
for the parks. Our role is decision assistance.
We provide information to assist the managers
in making decisions that will hold up in the
face of all the increasing pressures on parks
these days.

Finally, we are involved in technology
transfer, running the full range from basic
research to applied technology. We don’t care
where the information we need comes from.
It can be a book or just in somebody’s head. It
might be a published paper out of the library
or an unpublished manuscript from a filing
cabinet. Wherever the information is, that’s
where we go, to bring that information into
the planning portion of the management and
operations process.

Only if the information is unavailable do we
have to do research. The way we see our task,
research emerges as a kind of last resort.

COURIER: Why is documented data so
important?

Sudia: In most park management, decisions
are subject to challenges in courts of law. The
Director says he is going to do X, Y, Z.
Somebody says “No you’re not!” and adds
that “If you do, I'll sue you.” The information
we make available to managers has to stand up
to that test. It has to stand up in a court of law.
In other words, it can’t just be somebody’s
opinion. We have to have data. We have to
have facts. We have to get themin a
prescribed, scientific manner, subject to
scrutiny in a “peer review”’ by science as a

body. The information must also be “good
and timely” and of such a calibre that if
someone decides to take us to court, we have
the evidence to make a strong case.

The Park Service paid something like
$800,000 for the information necessary to put
the case together on Redwood. Had we not
done that, it would have been unlikely that we
could have convinced Congress of our case
for Redwood.

It took several hundred thousands dollars in
research and scientific effort to make the case
for Indiana Dunes. We assembled hard facts
and good data. We got the power company to
sign a voluntary agreement that it would stop
flooding Indiana Dunes and start behaving
like a good neighbor. Data was our clout.
{Vithout data, we are just somebody else
talking.

COURIER: In terms of preservation, how
does the Park Service Science Program
respond to legislation?

Sudia: We are specifically tied to enabling
legislation in our statement for management
and resources management plans. In this
program, scientists are not free to study
flowers and birds and generally “do their
thing.” The science projects we do are the
ones that are necessary to manage the park.
And they have to be identified in an action
plan, such as a resource management plan.

So we start out with the fact that parks are
set aside because they are outstanding places
that represent the best of our historical,
cultural and natural heritage. The laws state
we are supposed to maintain them in their
natural condition . . . preserve their natural
features. We have to get a resources
management plan—a statement that says
exactly how we are going to maintain an area
in its natural condition. We have to provide an
inventory of what’s there, what’s happening to
it, what is the normal course of events? Should
we mitigate the impairments caused by
humans? We have to get the data necessary to
assemble answers to such questions. That’s the
whole job.

COURIER: How do you decide priorities for
research?

Sudia: Some parks just naturally attract
national attention—Everglades, Indiana
Dunes, Redwood. These are the jobs thatin a
sense you can’t escape. They set their own
priorities because of their high profile.

But there is a normal course of events that
operates in other instances—regional
directors work with regional chief scientists
and regional resource managers as their
advisors to establish priorities.

We establish policy thrust in the
Washington Office. Two examples of this:
Congress has passed a Clean Air Act and the
President has an initiative on Federal Water
Rights. Our highest priority in FY '79 is
compliance with the Clean Air Act and the
President’s Executive Order on water. The
spending and the staffing for most of the work
required by these programs is going to take
place in the regions, particularly in the parks.

COURIER: The Park Service has a mandate
to preserve urban as well as rural areas of the
System. Would you say that resource
management differs in different kinds of
areas?

Sudia: Management of areas that are part of
urban ecosystems require adherence to the
same principles and practices that apply to

managing rural ecosystems. An ecosystem is
an ecosystem and general principles apply. It
happens that good ecosystem management is
of enormous benefit to urban areas, if for no
other reason than just because that’s where
most people are.

Ask yourself a direct question: “Why isn’t
my neighborhood a park? Why shouldn’t the
place where I live have all the amenities | look
for in a park?” When you extend the
ecosystem concept to where you live, you
can’t help wondering why you can’t live in a
well-run ecosystem.

The role of the National Park Service in
urban areas is not to run neighborhoods. But it
is to run the great urban parks like Gateway
and Golden Gate, utilizing the same standard
of environmental excellence, awareness and
sensititity that is applied at Yellowstone.

Indiana Dunes is an urban park. It has 20
percent of the steel capacity of the U.S. within
3 miles of it. It’s got large power plants,
industrial shipping, all kinds of things—as
neighbors. The questions you have to ask
yourself are: “Why not have a national park in
such a city? If a national park can’t survive in
such a city, what about the people who live
there? Maybe NPS is some kind of a litmus
paper test for environmental quality that says
if you can have a national park near Gary,
Indiana, or Chicago, lllinois, then our
humanbuilt world may not be all that bad. If
we can get the air polluters to abide by the
pollution control laws that apply to the steel
industry—if we can get reasonable water
standards and other commitments that will
protect the park, then the people have
benefited too. It can’t miss. What a plus for
parks in the public mind!

The question of placement of parks like
Cuyahoga (in Ohio) in heavily urban, intensely
industrialized areas really addresses itself to
the fundamental concept of urban
ecosystems. What are they and how do they
operate?

We've come to the tentative conclusion that
they are much like any other ecosystem—
when you come to manage them, the
principles are amazingly similar. You’ve got
diversity and stability. You’ve got successional
tendencies and you have the question of
preserving genetic resources. All these things
are the same.

Rural and urban areas each organize and
use energies in the same highly systemized
way and energy follows the same
thermodynamic laws in cities as it does in
deserts and mountains and canyons and caves.
Energy is still the controlling factor in the way
processes work.

COURIER: How can the Park Service
effectively deal with urban systems?

Sudia: It's a matter of recognizing
similarities among the processes. The systems
are subject to the same analysis and to
approximately the same kind of management.
The manager of Cuyahoga or Gateway should
look at his park in much the same way as if he
were managing Yosemite. At Yosemite you
have gorgeous natural scenery, overloads of
people, automobile and waste problems. At
Gateway you have Floyd Bennett field with its
acres of concrete, Sandy Hook with its military
structures, polluted water and garbage, and
Jamaica Bay Wildlife Refuge—so close to
Manhattan Island. At both places we’re
converging toward the same place. We wanta



Yosemite maintained as preserved as a natural
wonder with people using it in such a way that
its condition is enhanced. We want people
using Golden Gate and Gateway East and by
their use turning them into dynamic areas that
qualify from an ecosystem point of view as
great urban national parks.

COURIER: Then you're saying that the idea
for the big Western parks is to hold the line of
nature and preserve, while in the case of the
urban parks the idea is to realize the potential
in a peculiarly urban way—to help us all
realize what a truly humane city should be?

Sudia: Exactly! One of the big experiments
in rehabilitating land for a national park is at
Shenandoah. In the Twenties, this area was
clear-cut mountain land. Can you imagine
Shenandoah without trees? Now you can walk
through the park and come to old farmsteads
with Golden Delicious apple tees. The
buildings are mostly razed but the old
orchards live on. As a matter of fact, people
from Virginia Polytech Institute collect the
cultivars there—old varieties of roses, apples
and pears.

Shenandoah is a reservoir of these genetic
stocks because it did a long stretch as
farmstead with all the human associations that
entailed. It is every bit as valuable to
rehabilitate Shenandoah as it is to maintain in
primeval condition some other place that
never was disturbed. The values are only
different—neither more nor less.

COURIER: How does all this fit in with the
National Park mission?

Sudia: One of the things we have to
recognize is that the things we’re required by
law to do fall within a time frame called
“perpetuity.” The enabling act says “preserve
unimpaired for future generations.” It doesn’t
say for the next 50 years—or the next five
generations—it says “for future generations.
Period.”

To me, that means the law has validity as
long as we have a U.S. Government and the
Organic Act hasn’t been repealed.

We've just got the Santa Monica mountains
in the System. Some people call that terrible—
the area isn’t in its “original condition,” they
wail. It’s “all beat up.” But | say, give it time!
The thing is that it’s in the System, and it’s
going to get the good old Park Service
treatment—the management necessary to
restore the ecological vitality it once had. It
will be worth whatever effort is necessary
because we are going to have it forever.

COURIER: You seem to be taking
preservation a whole step further.

Sudia: Right! Management is a system too,
and like all living systems it must continue to
evolve if it is to continue to exist.

COURIER: How does our growing
ecological awareness as a Nation affect what
we do in NPS?

Sudia: | would say we’re in that stage of
development where civilization recognizes
that our technology can alter the basic
ecosystems of the world. A lot of people are
saying, ‘“‘Hey, wait a minute; let’s not alter
them before we know something about
them.”

When you start finding pelagic seals with
DDT in them, it means that DDT is in the
organisms and food chains of all the oceans of
earth. You don’t need any other evidence to
demonstrate the continuity—the linkage—of

life throughout the gigantic ecosystem we call
the Biosphere.

The Park Service is trying to preserve
outstanding examples of all ecosystems and
we’re making pretty good headway. The tall
grass prairies are a tough assignment. It’s hard
to find examples of original prairies—most of
the areas now being in high quality cropland.
It’s much easier to set aside a forest than to
find a cornfield you can turn back to tall-grass
prairie. But we're trying. This is our heritage—
what we’re talking about is preserving some
viable samples of it—representatives of the
deciduous forests, the mountains, the deserts
and the grasslands.

If we can ever, in fact, understand the
processes that underlie a Yellowstone so that
we can maintain those processes, we will have
learned a great deal about the Biosphere.

The Park Service—the United States
Government—is a member nation in the Man
and the Biosphere program, which includes
Biosphere Reserves that represent the biotic
provinces of the world. Many of our parks are
doubling as Biosphere Reserves. We are part
of the Biosphere—dependent on it for the
whole range of human needs—from spiritual
uplift to cotton to soybeans and pigs to gold
and uranium. We have to be active, informed,
effective leaders in this area for the very
simple reason that our highly civilized
technology depends on perpetuating this
broad resource base.

COURIER: So in developing guidelines for
how you will run the Science and Technology
program you are considering the Park
Service’s role in the Biosphere?

Sudia: Definitely. The Park Service is a
balancing act, concerned with non-
consumptive uses of renewable resources in a
world that is mainly into consumptive uses.
We provide the American people with
outdoor experiences, cultural and natural
resource opportunities, and an understanding
of theirs and our relationship to the
Biosphere as a whole.

We can look at this job from any scale of
resolution we want to—from one little kid
looking for a healthy outdoor experience in
New York City to the world’s whale
population and how we might save it. Our
mainline mission is grounded in the ethics of
conservation and preservation. Wise use—use
that enhances—is non-consumptive use of the
resource. Develop just enough so that the
processes at work can be revealed . . . so that
people can see and understand it. Develop
just enough of the Everglades to expose it.
Provide windows on this unique ecosystem so
that people can go away with more than they
knew.

What we have to do is develop the parks in
such a way that by their very use we will
preserve them and the values they represent.
In that way we can demonstrate the ecological
principle that our living systems are all
interrelated and if the values for parks can be
learned and appreciated, then these ideas
have meaning for all aspects of American life.

Science
and park management

Roland (Ro) H. Wauer, chief of the WASO
Division of Natural Resources, translated the
Science and Technology Program as it relates
to the field in the following way:

® A good, effective resources management
program depends upon the quality of two
principles, a well thought out strategy and a
responsible manager to see that the
program is properly carried out.

® A park’s resources management strategy
must be based upon approved Management
Objectives and be documented within the
framework of the General Management
Plan. To be in accord with the current
management policies, a park must have a
Resources Management Plan (RMP) that is
based upon adequate knowledge of the
site’s resources. The plan must include the
area’s strategy for managing all of its
resources, and when impacts are evident or
anticipated, or when knowledge is absent,
research that will alleviate those deficiencies
must also be included. The RMP must
place the necessary research in priority, and
provide the flexibility for ready revisions of
management strategies as research provides
new and more relevant data.

® A key individual within the park who
functions as a responsible resource
manager is the other significant
requirement. Whether that individual is the
area superintendent, ranger or resource
manager depends upon the size of the park
and its personalities. There must be a
designated employee who has been given
the responsibility and has the knowledge,
time and inclination to do the job. It should
be his or her responsibility to coordinate the
Resources Management Plan, assist in
establishing research priorities,
communicate with research scientists and
serve as liaison officer with all park
employees and researchers, advise the
superintendent on necessary resource
management actions, and coordinate all on-
site resource management activities.




Eastern brook trout: an enigma

By Jim Wood
Natural Science and Research, SERO

Sport fisherman affectionately call it a
“speckled trout,” “speck,” or “brookie.”
Scientists know it as Salvelinus fontinalis, not a
true trout but a char. Whatever it is called, the
Eastern brook trout presents an enigma to
researchers and resource managers at Great
Smoky Mountains National Rark, N.C.-Tenn.

This char is the only “trout” native to the
mountain streams of the Smokies. At the turn
of this century it inhabited some 425 miles of
park streams from about 2,000 feet in elevation
to the headwaters. But extensive logging
operations between 1903 and the early 1930s
brought adverse environmental alterations
that eliminated the brook trout from about
one-half of its original range. Heavy fishing
pressure during the same period was also a
factor, and when recreational fishing for
brook trout declined the logging companies
stocked non-native rainbow trout.

By 1936, brook trout were found to occupy
only 201 stream miles within the park, mostly
at elevations above 3,000 feet.

Logging ceased upon the park’s inception in
1936, surveys of the stream conducted
between the 1930s and the 1970s by the Fish
and Wildlife Service indicate that the
descendants of the introduced rainbows have
continually displaced the native brook trout
populations. By 1955, the brook trout’s stream
mileage dropped to about 160; today, it
occupies approximately 125 miles of park
streams—an alarming loss of over 70 percent
since 1900. The once widespread distribution
of this native char is now reduced to around 83
scattered and isolated mountain stream

Rainbow kept for research are measured for length
and weight.

populations, each inhabiting about 1.5 miles
of stream, and existing at elevations greater
than 3,500 feet, and fishermen in the Smokies
are prohibited from fishing for this highly
esteemed species.

On the basis of the Fish and Wildlife surveys,
the rainbow has steadily expanded its
distribution by moving upstream into higher
elevations.

What is the probable extent of the rainbow’s
expansion? According to field researchers,
vertical waterfalls and cascades of 8 feet or
more act as effective obstacles to their
upstream movement. About 20 brook trout
populations are “safe” from rainbow trout
invasion above these natural barriers. But Park
Service sponsored fisheries research at
Tennessee Technological University suggests
that these remnant brook trout populations
may be susceptible to the effects of
inbreeding that may restrict their ability to
withstand natural fluctuations in
environmental conditions.

How do brook trout and rainbow trout react
to each other? Why do the rainbows appear to
have a competitive advantage? To answer
questions such as these, the Uplands Field
Research Laboratory is conducting research
on water quality and aquatic community
organization and their influences on trout
populations.

In the meantime, to expand the distribution
of this “native son” in the Great Smokies, an
ambitious interim long-range management
plan has been developed. The plan engages
NPS and FWS with cooperation from the
Tennessee and North Carolina State wildlife
agencies, area chapters of Trout Unlimited,
and local citizens.

The plan calls for the removal of rainbow
trout from four brook trout streams totalling
12 miles. The rainbows are being removed by
“electro-fishing,” a method in which the
water receives an electric charge that
momentarily stuns the fish long enough to

Close-up of electroshocker: transformer on top,
alternator and motor fastened on bottom of
backpack frame.

collect them. All brook trout are returned to
the immediate water from which they are
collected. YACC employees remove the
rainbows, and.Park Service personnel transfer
them to other park waters. Volunteers assist
whenever possible. A small number of
rainbows are used by the Park Service for
research.

The plan’s restoration program has two
main parts. The first involves the removal of
rainbow trout upstream from natural
obstructions. The second phase calls for the
modification of selected passable obstructions
into impassable barriers and then removing
the rainbows upstream.

The plan’s first-year efforts were oriented
toward research and experimentation and
went into effect this past July. The eventual
goal is to remove the competing rainbow trout
from approximately 111 miles of streams over
a 4-year period.

According to Gary Larson, coordinator of
the Uplands Field Research Laboratory, the
logistics of conducting such a field project are
formidable. Many of the streams in the Great
Smokies are situated in steep, rugged terrain
inaccessible by roads. Field personnel need to
be in good physical condition, for the
electrofishing equipment and related gear,
must be carried on backpacks. Overnight
camping in remote areas is often necessary.

The long-term goal is not to eliminate the
rainbows from the park but to ensure the
perpetuation of viable native brook trout
populations.

“Great Smoky Mountains National Park is
the last major stronghold of the Southern
Appalachian strain of brook trout,” said Boyd
Evison former superintendent of the park.
“Because of the significance of this native fish,
it is important to undertake these
management actions not only to protect the
remaining range and populations, but to
enhance the brook trout’s opportunity to
expand into protions of its former range.”

A 7-inch native brook trout from the Little River,
Great Smoky Mountains NP, N.C.-Tenn.




Harpers Ferry steps up restoration

As part of its on-going restoration, Harpers
Ferry National Historical Park, W. Va., has
stepped up both archeological excavations
and building repair this spring.

NPS archeologists have conducted
excavations in search of the original 19th-
century locations and composition of two of

the town’s main streets—Shenandoah and
High.

Scott Carpenter, project archeologist, said
the scheme involves lowering portions of the
two streets to grades that existed in the 1800s.
The purpose is to approximate the historic
appearance and configuration of the streets

These trenches have a story to tell at Harpers Ferry NHP, Md.-W.Va.

and sidewalks, provide proper drainage for
historic buildings, and to make available
better access for the handicapped.

After assembling historical data, Carpenter’s
archeological crew dug more than 12 trenches
across and along the streets. Among the
artifacts found were ceramic fragments, glass,
metal, shoes and bones.

It was determined that the original street
level was about 14 inches below the present
road. After careful excavation, each
exploratory trench was photographed,
measured, and mapped. Profile sketches of
the various levels of road surfaces, flood
layers, and fill deposits were drawn and
surveyed.

After analyzing all information, working
drawings were prepared for reconstruction.
In order to accommodate the large amount of
visitor traffic, the reconstructed surfaces will
be constructed of concrete but will simulate
the original road material and will include
cobblestone gutters and shale sidewalks. Signs
of modern utilities such as man-holes will be
hidden beneath covers made of the same
street material.

The finished product should closely
resemble the streets of the 1800s.

In another project, NPS has been restoring
many of the historic buildings of the town for
the past several years.

Through years of neglect and damage from
flooding, many of these buildings now
require substantial restoration and
stabilization. As a rule only a few buildings are
worked on at a time, allowing visitors access to
the rest, where they may view exhibits or
living history demonstrations.

Golden Gate sets Columbus Day festival

By Charlie Seemann, Folklorist
Golden Gate National Recreation Area, Calif.

Golden Gate National Recreation Area in
San Francisco is presently planning its 5th
Western Regional Folk Festival, an annual
event showcasing the traditional folklife and
folk music of the San Francisco Bay area, and
northern California.

Every Columbus Day weekend for the past 4
years GGNRA, in cooperation with the Fort
Mason Foundation, a special use permitee
within the park, has hosted a 3-day festival
featuring bay area and northern California
folk artists and folk musicians in six major
concerts and 24 workshops and mini-concerts
on three separate stages. Last year’s 4th annual

Russian Folk Ensemble, Golden Gate NRA, Calif.

festival drew between 15,000 and 20,000
people over the 3-day weekend to the
beautiful Marin Headlands festival site just
north of the Golden Gate Bridge in the
GGNRA.

San Francisco is a multi-cultural city, with a
tremendous wealth of talented traditional
artists and musicians in all the different ethnic
and cultural groups in the area. The festival
tries to seek out, and present to the general
public, those performers and craftspeople
respected as outstanding tradition bearers by
their own communities, but who seldom or
never receive recognition outside their own
cultural sub-groups. Last year’s festival
featured a Russian chorus, with musicians and
dancers, Chinese musicians, old-time fiddlers,

Black blues performers, Irish, Basques, Italians,
Cajuns, Armenians and many more. Each year
a different array of cultural groups is
represented.

With able advice and counsel from joe
Wilson, Executive Director of the National
Council For The Traditional Arts, the Western
Regional Folk Festival has placed increasing
emphasis on the presentation of authentic
traditional folk artists. (Simplistically put,
traditional artists are those who have learned
their art from oral tradition, in family or
community, as part of their everyday lives.)
The folk arts panel of the National Endowment
For The Arts (NEA) awarded a grant to the Fort
Mason Foundation funding the 1978 festival,
with the stipulation that the funds be used for
the presentation of true traditional artists.
Included in the grant were funds for the hiring
of a professional folklorist to do the necessary
fieldwork to locate participants, and act as
festival director. After evaluation of last years
festival, NEA has awarded a similar grant to
fund the 1979 festival.

The Western Regional Folk Festival is one
response to GGNRA’s unique urban situation
and responsibility, and an attempt to utilize
the human resources of the area. By bringing
out these diverse communities to celebrate
each group’s different heritage, cultural
barriers are crossed, and the people of a very
diversified city get to know themselves and
their own national park a little better.



Photos by Richard Frear.

Golden Gate
National Recreation Area

Alcatraz Island

Alcatraz Island, part of Golden Gate
National Recreation Area, was visited by
432,500 persons last year. Behind Alcatraz is
Angel Island and in the foreground is the
Hyde Street Pier of the National Maritime
Museum. A San Francisco cable car climbs
Russian Hill from its terminus in the recreation
area’s Aquatic Park
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Fort Mason

Mayor Dianne Feinstein of San Francisco
and Lynn Thompson, general superintendent
of Golden Gate National Recreation Area,
discuss landscaping plan for Fort Mason
following groundbreaking ceremonies at the
former military post on the shore of San
Francisco Bay.




Photo by Loretta Schmidt, Chief Historian, SAJU.

Director meets on San Juan stabilization

Director Bill Whalen (right of center) and
Southeast Regional Director Joe Brown met
with Puerto Rican officials in March to discuss
NPS plans to stabilize the foundations of San
Juan NHS, which are being eaten away by
pounding waves.

The group includes (left to right) Hector
Majica, Consultant to the Director of Cultural

Hutchison visits El Paso

Deputy Director Ira Hutchison (second from
left) pitches in to assist the Chamizal National
Memorial, Tex., landscaping crew in the
planting of a mulberry tree. Also during his
visit to El Paso, with special assistant to the
Director Bob Nunn, Hutchison addressed the
southwest chapter of the National Recreation

Affairs; Americo Torres, Assistant to the
Director of Federal Affairs; Joe Brown; Dr.
Rodriguez-Morales, Director, Institute of
Puerto Rican Culture; Director Whalen;
Superintendent Lloyd K. Whitt; Dr. Richard
Curry (hidden); and Gus Pantel, Curator-
Director of the Research Museum of
Archeology, Anthropology and History.

and Park Association. From left to right are
Gardener Roberto Lucero, Hutchison, Mrs.
Charles Grissom, president of the Desert Hills
Garden Club, and Facility Manager Bob
Gerecke. In the background is Truck Driver
Charley Davis.
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Mexican children
visit Big Bend

Park Naturalist Vidal Davila entertains Mexican
schoolchildren with baby mountain lion and rabbit
hand puppets.

The Naturalist Division at Big Bend National
Park, Tex., regaled 70 Mexican school children
recently with a puppet show, ice cream and
international games.

The children came from the village of Santa
Elena, which lies just across the border from
the park.

“Me gusto lechuguilla!” sang the javelina (a
pig-like animal) as he waltzed on stage, telling
in Spanish about how much he liked to eat
lechuguilla, a century plant of the Chihuahuan
Desert. All was well until a neighborhood
mountain lion stalked up behind singing a
different tune—he liked to eat javelina! As
the lion rushed to grab his prey, he was
skewered by a sharp lechuguilla leaf and ran
off with his tail between his legs. The
javelina, now friends with his life-saving
lechuguilla plant, wandered off, presumably
to eat only pricklypear cactus ever after.

“The kids loved the action and, hopefully,
learned something about the food chain as
well,” said Frank ). Deckert, chief park
naturalist.

Later the children were introduced to some
Spanish/English translations as bilingual Bert
and Anglo Ernie argued about the proper
names for various animal puppets that popped
up between them.

After the show, the older children gave a
performance of their own—a marching drill at
the park school facility. The park school
children watched in awe.






